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the international demand; and the regaining of the custody of the accused 
obviously would be surrounded with serious embarrassment. And the same 
reasons which induced the language used in the statute [R. S. 5270-5273, which 
the Chief Justice had already quoted] would seem generally applicable to release 
pending examination. 

It is believed that in these few words the learned Chief Justice has 
laid down the basic principle that must ultimately govern and determine 
the question of bail in international extradition cases ; and that principle 
will forbid, certainly as a general rule, and save in the most exceptional 
cases, the granting of bail to fugitives from the justice of a foreign 
government. 

THE JURISDICTION OP THE RIO DE LA PLATA 

The protocol between the Kepublics of Argentine and Uruguay deal- 
ing with the troublesome question as to the jurisdiction over the Eiver 
de la Plata, which is printed in full in the Supplement to this number 
of the Journal, p. 138, closes another interesting chapter in the his- 
tory of the negotiations with regard to this important international 
dispute. For a brief account of the questions in dispute and the re- 
spective contentions of the two Governments, reference may be made to 
the editorial comment of the Journal for October, 1907, Vol. I, Pt. 2, 
pp. 984-988. It is sufficient to recall that the Government of the 
Argentine, basing itself upon historical arguments and arguments of a 
practical nature, maintains that its jurisdiction extends over the entire 
Eio de la Plata, excepting a restricted zone along the Uruguayan shore; 
whereas, the Government of Uruguay declines to admit the force of the 
historical and practical arguments advanced by the Government of 
Argentine and, basing itself upon the general principles of international 
law, maintains its right to divide with the Government of Argentine the 
jurisdiction over the river. 

The choice of the plenipotentiaries who negotiated and signed the 
protocol which has so happily allayed the growing irritation between the 
two Governments marks the importance attached to the negotiations 
by both Governments. The protocol was negotiated and signed on 
behalf of the Argentine by Dr. Eoque Saenz Peiia, Argentine Minister to 
Italy and at present prominently mentioned as the next president of the 
Argentine, who proceeded to Montevideo on a special mission for the 
purpose, and on behalf of Uruguay by Dr. Gonzalo Ramirez, Uruguayan 
Minister to the Argentine, who was recalled from Buenos Aires in order 
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to enable him to sign the protocol. It will be recalled that Dr. Saenz 
Pena was the head of the Argentine delegation to the Hague Conference 
and was selected by the Government of Venezuela from among the mem- 
bers of the Hague court to act as arbitrator in the approaching arbitra- 
tion between the United States and Venezuela, but was compelled to 
withdraw as arbitrator on account of his other duties. 

The text of the protocol itself may seem somewhat disappointing to 
those who are not acquainted with the history of the negotiations which 
led up to its signature on account of its failure to provide a definitive 
solution for the questions at issue. However, the third article provides 
for the maintenance of the status quo by stipulating that "the naviga- 
tion and use of the waters of the River Plate will continue without 
alteration as up to the present," while the other articles of the protocol 
contain mutual engagements to approach the future solution of the 
questions involved in a spirit of friendship and amity and thus point the 
way to an ultimate adjustment at some time when the subject may be 
dispassionately considered, divorced from any incidents which may have 
made for friction in the recent negotiations. 

Those who are best acquainted with the situation and therefore best 
qualified to judge, appear to regard the agreement, which seems to have 
been hailed with equal satisfaction by the public opinion in both coun- 
tries, as most wise both in its inclusions and omissions and of the highest 
importance in bringing about the ultimate amicable solution of this 
question which has so long vexed the relations of two friendly nations. 



